COURTS OF JUSTICE, IRELAND. 



COPIES OF ALL CORRESPONDENCE 

Which has taken place, between the Government of Ireland, and any of the 
Judges, the Commissioners of Legal Inquiry, and the Officers of 
the Courts of Justice in Ireland ; relating to the Ninth or Eleventh Reports 
of the Commissioners, and the Letters of Chief Baron O’Grady -—since 
the ist day of June 1822. 



1822. 




SCHEDULE. 


i- — June nth. 


Letter turn d “ e“™^ ioners of In W the Right honourable 


2. — June 26th. 


Letter from Bertram Mitford, Esq. to Mr. Goulburn. 


3. — July 1st. 


Ditto . 


. from Mr. Goulburn to Mr. Mitford. 


4- — July 1st. 


Ditto . 


. from Daniel Beere, Esq. to Mr. Gregory. 


5- — July 1st. 


Ditto . 


. from Commissioners of Inquiry to Mr. Goulburn. 


6. — July 2d. 


Ditto . . 


• from Commissioners of Inquiry to Mr. Goulburn, enclosing 
one from Mr. Nunn. 


7. — July 16th. 


Ditto . 


. from Commissioners of Inquiry to Mr. Goulburn. 


8. — July 20th. 


Ditto . 


. from Mr. Goulburn to Commissioners of Inquiry. 



N° l. The Commissioners of Inquiry into the Law Courts,— on the subject 
of not printing their preliminary Letter to their Report on the Chief 
Baron’s Case. 

S j R office of Inquiry Dublin, nth June 1822. 

VyE beg to call your attention to an alteration and an omission in printing 
n • ° Ur A ml Wer t -° th f j eference latel y made to us, on the subject of the Chief 
Baron s case. The printed document which we have received, is styled “ A Report 
° Kmg s M° st Excellent Majesty,” and does not contain the preliminary state- 
nent conveyed in the letter which was prefixed to the report we had the honour 
of transmitting to you. That Report, it will be observed, was not either in fact or 
in form a report to IBs Majesty, nor was it presented in the manner, necessarily 
“ ,n presentation of such reports under our commission. The letted 

made to n, hv hT"m aS a COTStituent part of our reply, to the reference 

of d o • H , s . y a J es y s Government, and was intended to possess the reader 

in it A?' j V ,I' C e We had llmlted ourselve s, and also to point attention to our 
1,, -d f-h f R ld hC cor [ es P ondence > by means of which, so far as related to the 
w Bar0n P ersona lly, our inquiries had been conducted. 

• , reg l' et that an J. explanation on our part, wbich may have been necessary to 

The rail' ’ ri COn " ec ‘' 0 !? of the two P arts of «’r answer, should have been omitted. 
I he publication of the first would have been satisfactory to us, not only as being in 

and of', he's , mate 7 lfor the better understanding of the course of our proceedings, 
Zt 1 , r S , ubj0 ' ned re P° rt and « he documents annexed to it ; but as suggesting also 
mrneZrt T C ^ T 0 " P arts of thc Pointed letter of the Lord ctfef B S aron, 
f lr? allud ‘"g to our conduct, which might possibly appear to some 
persons to deserve attention ,s not to he attributed to acquiescence in the justice 

m-nJZJ P , r fT" S 7 th r passages of his lordsi,i P’ s lettCT calculated to 
, P Jnl 7 1 f, Cre o a , ny ob J ect,onto t ha publication of the omitted part of our 
P , J’ fee a3sured ‘bat we may rely on your interference, in any way that may 
A hf» 
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2 correspondence relating to 

be necessary to protect us. from misconception, and the report from having the 
appearance of detectiveness or informality. ^ k tiie 

W e have, &c. 

(Signed) 



The Right honourable 
Henry Goulburn. 

&c. &c. &c. 

P. S. ■ We enclose a copy of the letter omitted to be printed. 



Daniel W. Webber. 
Bertram Mitford. 
Tho 5 P. Dickenson. 
Tho s Staples. 

John Doherty. 



SIR, 0ffi ce of Inquiry Dublin, pth May 1822. 

HAVING closed the investigation committed to us by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment in consequence of the proceedings of the Honourable House of Commons 
upon the report of the Select Committee, to whom the consideration of our Ninth 
Report was referred ; we have now the honour to transmit to you the results of that 
investigation, m the subjoined report. 

Considering the importance of the subject, and the nature and character of the 

Ef'f’ it appears to us expedient that our report should be accompanied, not 

only by the evidence and documents on which it is founded, but by a full exposition 
of the course and progress of the measures we have taken underlie orders of go 
vernment, in discharging the duty required of us on this occasion. " 

this subject we have felt would be most satisfactorily effected, by including in 
the annexed Appendix, the correspondence constituting the instructions under which 
h a. h h„ Ve “tl ed ’ t ,“ gethe J' " lth the correspondence with the Lord Chief Baron, which 
has been the medium of our communication with his lordship. 

We think it incumbent on us to observe, that we have confined our report to 
topics of public concern embraced m our instructions, not considering any matter 
ineiely of a controversial tendency as falling within the scope of them “ ^ 

We have, &c. 



I he Right Honourable 
Henry Goulburn. 

&c. &c. &c. 



(Signed) Daniel W. Webber. 

Bertram Mitford. 
Tho s P. Dickenson. 
Tho’ Staples. 

John Doherty. 



— No. 2. — 

Dear Sir, Board of Inquiry Dublin, 26th June 1822. 

I HAVE to apologize for troubling you with a letter on my own concerns ; but 
the occasion of my writing will, I trust, plead my excuse. 

The 4 2d page of the letter from the Chief Baron of the Exchequer of Ireland 
to Mr. Gregory, oil the subject of the Eleventh report of the Commissioners of 
Inquiry, contains the following observation, in allusion to the remarks of the Com- 
missioners, respecting the fees taken on sheriff’s patents : “ It is whimsical to 
obseive that, in the investigation of this part of the case, it was discovered that 

f H l B T d i ‘, n an0t her ca P acl ‘y> had been receiving a fee very nearly four- 
fold that to. which lie was restricted by the statute regulating the fees on sheriffs ■ 
which was immediately reduced within the dimensions of the schedule, and thus 
tne matter has ever since very properly rested.” 

Being the only member of the Board of Inquiry receiving a fee on swearing 
sheriffs, I must consider myself as the individual alluded to, as having, for a certain 
period been receiving fees, unwarranted (in their rates) by statute. 

flis Lordship is in error in making such an assertion. The plain fact is as fol- 
ows On the death of the late pursebearer to the Lord Chancellor, his Lordship 
kindly offered the place to my acceptance ; I did accept it ; and being aware, from 
having been a party to the Eirst report, (on the Court of Chancery) that the fee 
on sheriffs taken by the former pursebearer, was taken at a rate exceeding the 
hn S 6 1 , lmmedlatel y g a ™ directions, that my fee on the occasion 

should be collected at the rate specified by the act; at that rate I have uniformly 
received ; never, from the first, having been paid a higher fee than 3 s. 6 d . ; and 
I am authorized in saying, that the person who has always paid me my fees, since 
my appointment* lias strictly adhered to that rate in making his demand. 

I have 
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THE COURTS OF JUSTICE, IRELAND. 3 

I have judged it expedient to trouble vou with this short statement, his Lord- 
ship s assertion being so public ; trusting that, should occasion arise, you will have 
the goodness to undeceive such members of the House of Commons, as may be 
ed to suppose, that a member of the Board of Inquiry had been induced to do, in 
Ins own case, what it was his duty to animadvert on, in the case of others. 

Right Honourable J j ]ave ^ & c 

Henry Goulburn, Bertram Mitford. 

&c. &c. &c. 



— No. 3.— 

SIR, Irish Office, 1st July 1822. 

1 HAVE received your letter of the 26th ultimo. I am much obliged to you 
tor the means which you have afforded me, of replying to any observations which 
may be made in the House, on the subject of the fees, received by you, as purse- 
bearer to the Lord Chancellor : L will not fail, if necessary, to make use of the 
information which you have afforded me. 

I remain, &c. 

Bertram Mitford, Esq. Henry Goulburn. 

&c. &c. &c. 



SIR, 



-No. 4.- 



1 H ^ E r? a j " ith sur P rise > > n tt lettCT of the Lord Chief Baron, addressed to 
you which I had not an opportunity of seeing until yesterday, some observations of 
.®.. ordshl P J relative to the Treasurer Remembrancer’s office ; and, although un- 
willing to enter into any controversy with his Lordship, yet the uncandid and unjust 
insinuations contained in that statement, respecting my official department, after 
having discharged the duties of that office for nearly fifty years, compel me, in 
justice to myself, to make the following observations. 

I deny that I did receive for, or account with his Lordship for his fees in English 
money, at any time previous to his directing and authorizing me to collect his fees 
in that currency. 

An inaccuracy in point of date occurred in Mr. Nunn’s and my returns, respecting 
the period at which such directions and authority from his Lordship took place° 
which inaccuracy arose from the following circumstances. — Not having kept any 
particulars of the accounts handed to the Chief Baron, (except as to the number of 
orders to be accounted for) when called on to make the returns stated, both Mr. 
JNunn and myself referred to the general accounts of the office, by which we found 
that the change from Irish to English currency took place in the office in Easter 
1 008, and we stated it accordingly from the office accounts to have then com- 
menced ; not at the time recollecting that the change, as to the Chief Baron’s fees 
•°m L' 1; >h to English currency, took place and were accounted for with him two 
years previously, viz. from Hilary Term 1806, under his Lordship’s personal 
directions and authority, although not adopted in the other depaitments of the 
othce until the spring of 1808. 

The paragraph wherein a motive is insinuated for the officers (or stated by his 
lordship) acting so justly towards him, and as alleged without any order for the 
purpose, is entirely unfounded ; for I can answer for myself, and I am satisfied for 
Mr. JNunn, that we never did fear any scrutiny or inquiry by his lordship into his 
tees, never having received his fees, nor accounted with him for them in any wav 
(until his directions to the contrary) that had not been the practice when I entered 
into office, which was previous to the year 1780, and as received and accounted for 
- M’- Morgan the late Remembrancer with the former Chief Barons. 

Ihe inference endeavoured to be made from the mention of, or allusion to a 
controversy between Mr. Berry and me, respecting my claims upon the subject of 
a branch of my office, which was interfered with (unintentionally, I am satisfied) 
by a clause in the Act of the J7 th of Geo. 3. must fall to the ground, when 
I state, and in which I will be supported by Mr. Nunn, that it was Mr. Nunn who 
turmshed to his lordship the answer, which was forwarded to the order of the 
House of Commons of the 16th April 1 821 j fpr I had drawn it up, and showed it 
' 4 ’ to 
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to the Chief Baron, as stated and approved of by his lordship, without the intro. 

Mr Nnnn f h ' ,8 “ ® UCh disa PP™^d of by his lordship; but 

Mr. Nunn, who is the deputy Remembrancer, and whose signature was necessary 
thereto .conceiving ,t right to state the authority under which the fees were 
leceived, required that such statement should be made, and declined to sign the 
answer, as 1 had drawn it up without such addition : upon which I told him that 
if he did he should take it on himself, and wait on the Chief Baron with it; which 
he accordingly did ; and the Chief Baron remonstrated with him, but Mr. Nunn 
declared he did not feel himself justified in forwarding it in any other way and 

nnlvh ,n M y d M S °' ^ “ w,Il T be J °teerved, that his lordship states it to be Signed 

only by Mr. Nunn, as Deputy Lord Treasurer’s Remembrancer 

m e VY? f 1 ™’ th , erefore > that the statad controversy between Mr. Berry and 
me (and which merely arose upon a question, as to which of our official depart 
inents certain fees belonged) and the memorial that followed, had no influence 
whatever, nor could it have any concern in the least, with this transaction 

In respect to judicial writs from this office, they are not many, and no fee what 
ever was oris received on them in the office: they having been always given to 
thereon° rney 10 ** Bar0n f ° r hlS si S nature ’ “ho Himself recefved bis fee 

„ ,J t h . e fe ?, of for entering the order, is of very ancient establishment - and the 
additional fee of i * l d. was established by Mr. Morgan, the late Lord Treasurer’s 
Remembrancer, and is always set down distinctly as a clerk’s fee; and it beinu 
discretionary in the attorney to allow it, it is struck off if objected to. And with 

° f i 6 ''' id l whlCh hlS lordshi P alleges ™s, or should have been 
chafed for him on long orders, I need only say, that in my belief such fee never 

fection rg The 01 ob Celte i d “ ,T" a "y whatsoever, within my” 

o b se rvat io n of his lordship, that I charged the long fee for the 
, and , the s . h ort fee for him, is erroneous: the fees for both having been 
a Sry btcL % me ' *“ what had been the Police perhaps 

Lord Chief Baron Burgh, as I informed the present Lord Chief Baron SDoke 
o me on the subject of that fee of 6s. 8 d. on long orders in the nature of decrees - 

to rect^rhelf o“i he ***** ‘° * he gaVe * up ’ and «■ — 

The Lord Chiijf Baron states, that the only conversation he had with me on the 
subject of the English and Irish currency, previous to the Order of the House of 
S“"' spring >808. Thisldeny, as it certainly occurred 

n 1806, as before explained : and I also positively deny that it originated with me- 
on the contrary, it moved from his Lordship, assisted by me, \f my anlwerTe’ 
fore the Commissioners of Inquiry ; and I also positively deny that I ever had anv 
such object in view as suggested by his Lordship, to oWfrom him nersonalN 
some direction with respect to my accounting with him for his fees in English an 

STj? 8 ° 6, whll ; h ’. he alle g es - 1 bad never obtained ; for I do positively assert 
that I had his personal directions and authority previously given to me and^ auain 
repeat, that 1 never did collector receive his fees in En|lish cu^cv unS 
i ected and authorized by his Lordship so to do. ^ ' 

, ■ A /„ t ^ t K e . latter P ara S™P b in his Lordship’s letter, relative to this office wherein 
Loidship says, that if I was led astray by the augmentation of the official fees 
by the supposed augmentation of his, I could have no excuse for having “t beyS ' 
hem I deny having ever gone beyond them ; nor did I ever charged receive the 
tee of 6s 8d. therein stated, and of course would not have beenfxpec e“ to hate 
pa ' d / *° n L 01 ', dShlp - T u he fee 0f 6s ' 6d fOT a " absolute ordeMs of most Indent 

the oS Ttbletf Eef ‘° . the f Rcme 1 mbra » ca «’ b ™self, and is composed as follow, by 
me old I able of Fees , viz. for making out the order s s. and for the conv i , 6 J 

, k '2lf S ’J d \ Whlch con / er ' ed into English currency makes 7 x. of d. ' 
i « s a aot at P re sent further occupy your time, than to state that I shall lie 

before the Comm 1 ' °- Pp0rtun ‘ t { of S ivin g an y explanations respecting my testimony 
before the Commissioners of Inquiry. And have the honour to be, ' 

Your most obedient, and very humble Servant, 

Lorji Treasurer Remembrancer’s Office, < ’ SlS " ed * Daniep Beebe, 
Dublin, 1st July 1822, 

William Gregory, Esq, 

Buhlin Castle. 
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AND, 



— N0.5.— 



SIR, 



Office of Inquiry Dublin, 1st July 1822 

whlfwe Ci ~ n h C o e „o 0 „ f r °of r ST ^ ° f 3 ,e » er ’ 

a copy is enclosed.) leads us to conWtnL th t • [u 1 1 th u tlmo > ( an d of which, 
important business it mav nossihlAsw* J at j m the P ressure of a multiplicity of 
more anxious to Si^re F", We the 

Suirr^ 

answer to that report ^ 0D our Ninth Report, and the Chief Baron's 

disStedtS Ifrvsrafdrde ^ * 1 “ dbe “. fcr some days previously 
of Saturday. Particular circle, came into our possession only by the post 

•° nSidered> as affcctb « 'besub- 
observation that could Ifluence a Z^ P> !? n0t S- Ur purpose *° add a »y 

is appointed for discussion in the tK’"' T u he S " bje . ct ’ we observe, 
affect the Lord Chief Baron , „ “In of Commons ’ "hose decision, as it may 
But his lordship ! 1 t d ‘fr e „ 7 h e5Ume t0 a " ticipate < nor desire *° bias- 
petency, our consistency and the puritv^nf™ COndu< i t ’ has questioned our corn- 
shield himself by fixing a stivma I.nnn W fa I m ? tlves '. In the endeavour to 
and impartiality of our inve°thmtion and’R^ therab y to impeach the sufficiency- 
ployed fallacious argument d 1 Report > tha .I-ord Chief Baron has em- 
attributed to us statements alledved ' m t repres ™“'°" s ; and he has perversely 
concileable with consistency’ and trath. b contra dictory, which are perfectly re- 

was enjoined us by His°MafM^s^ova^ at d ^ ty , whlch we have discharged. 
House of Commons jandl^Rh respec^ti^our Von ff""? *° the T aion of 
done, by the only means known to h • ° U com P etenc y to proceed, as we have 
which thus imposed theduty on u the ? °, ur JT er - w ? a PPea1 to the authority 
which we can at present offer without devinon*" f f consistency of our statements 
not now to enter into the subiect matter S rom tbe intention we have declared, 
averments of our Ninth Report r c . harges ' is the fact ’ *at all the 

have founded their charges stand substanti^ P om . mUte , e of ‘ he H °use of Commons 

h “T& b,i f d ^ promulgadorTof^that^ Reporfi 16 ' * ^ ^ * h 

the purity of our motives we shall not descend to assert 
object of 1 our la^^ommunie^ion^to^iTtPn^o our re “ n ‘ He P° rt , which it was the 

SKS tTiS wewerf^ 

bly have prevented the repetition ofVem^Tlte -° "*!“?■ “““i’- a " d ““S* 11 P«ssi- 
has now deliberately advanced ifnassed ' ? b e imputation which his Lordship 
a supposition. It fs therefore that ? S ', enCC ,’ might glve colour t0 such 

of the instructions under w hich we have acted y ,° Ur h . ands ’ aS the orgarl 
the misrepresentations by which in his fn,-me’ th ls Protest against all and each of 
Gregory, his Lordship has souoh’t to t foimer and present letter addressed to Mr. 
and we trust, that it is not too°miirl , el ! a , Ct ^t 01 ? tbe “tegrity of our proceedings; 
verment that, if under the impressions whiciUdsT^ J “ s , t,ce of H l s Majesty’s Go- 

are calculated to produce anv oninion hlsLo,dshl P s letters and representations 
that we deserve and desire to mairftete u uf° ry -° “ e charac ter which we feel 
which cannot fail to bring the merits ’ f ° U d tra ? splre ln the approaching discussion, 
our behalf, assert on/ S't aTabtwto me 1°' T?" °“° n * ?° U *“• 
opinion, however inculcated, orby ° f SUdl 

We have, &c. 

(Signed) Bertram Mitford. 

Right honourable £ P ; P IC ™»»- 

Henry Goulbum. r 0 § 5 APLES - 

&c. &C. &e. j0HN D ° HERTr - 

164 . „ 
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— No. 6. — 

Office of Inquiry, 2d July 1822. 

SIR, 

WE feel it to be our duty to put you in possession of the enclosed letter from 
Mr. Nunn, deputy to the Lord Treasurer Remembrancer, in reference to some 
statements contained in the Chief Baron’s letter of the 10th ult. addressed to Mr. 
Gregory, and printed under an order of the House of Commons ; deeming this the 
most proper course for us to take, under the circumstances ; which we have inti- 
mated to Mr. Nunn accordingly. 

We have, &c. 

(Signed) Daniel W. Webber. 

Bertram Mitford. 

The Right Honourable T. P. Dickenson. 

Henry Goulburn, John Doherty. 

&c: &c. &c. 



6. Davvson-street, 1st July 1822. 

SIR, 

Having late yesterday evening, for the first time, seen the letter of the Lord Chief 
Baron of the 10th of the last month, addressed to Mr. Gregory, on the subject of 
the Eleventh Report of the Commissioners of Inquiry into the courts of Justice in 
Ireland ; and having read with much attention that part of it which observes so 
strongly, and with such pointed animadversion, on the evidence given by Mr. Daniel 
Beere and myself, I am called upon, in vindication of my own testimony, to suggest 
the expediency of a re-examination by the Commissioners, that I may have an op- 
portunity of removing any unfavourable impressions which his Lordship’s letter may 
have conveyed with respect to me, and from which, if any such do exist, I have no 
doubt I shall be able entirely to relieve myself. 

His Lordship having not only impeached my evidence, but having also attributed 
to me, though not in direct terms, a most, disgraceful motive, I trust that the Com- 
missioners will consider me justified in soliciting a re-examination, that I may have 
an opportunity of supporting my testimony, the truth of which I can support fully 
and effectually. I am also desirous to be permitted the privilege of denying upon 
my oath, the existence of the motive imputed to me. 

I have taken the liberty of thus addressing myself to the Commissioners through 
you, conceiving them to be the proper channel of communication upon this 
occasion. 

I have, &c. 

James Johnston, Esq. (Signed) Joshua Nunn. 

Sec y to the Comm" of Inquiry. 

&c. &c. & c. 



— No. 7 - — 

Office of Inquiry Dublin, 16th July 1822. 

SIR, 

"UPON mature reflection, we think it may be considered due to the Public and to 
ourselves, that we should not permit the imputations cast upon us by the Lord 
Chief Baron of the Exchequer of Ireland, in his recent letter to Mr. Gregory, to 
continue in circulation without some public notice. 

If, on the occasion of postponing the intended proceedings in the House of 
Commons, any protest against those imputations being prematurely accredited, had 
been offered on our behalf, we should have felt secure against any opinions unjust or 
doubtful towards us, whether flowing from hasty misconception of the subject, or 
adopted from less casual sources ; but they have passed without such notice, and the 
presumption due to the actual situation of the Lord Chief Baron, and the character 
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